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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The following title is suggested: "Script Generation Engine and Mapping Semantic 
Models for Target Platform " 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 USC 101 because they disclose a claimed invention that is an 
abstract idea as defined in the case In re Warmerdam, 33, F 3d 1354, 31 USPQ 2d 1754 (Fed. 
Cir. 1994). 

Analysis: Claims 1-17 disclosed by the applicant as being "an application component 
distribution system. . .". Since the claims are each a series of steps to be performed on a computer 
the processes must be analyzed to determine whether they are statutory under 35 USC 101. 
Examiner interprets that the claims 1-17 are non-statutory because claims are program for 
processing set of instructions and configured to produce set of instructions therefore computer 
program itself is not a process so its functionality can not be realized. Therefore, claims 1-17 are 
merely a manipulating of a registry and mapping program listing which is not able to produce a 
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useful results and practical application. Thus claims 1-17 are non-statutory and rejected under 35 
USC 101. 

Analysis: Claims 13-17 disclosed by the applicant as being a "a machine readable storage... 55 . 
Further, examiner interprets that claims 13-17 are not limited to tangible embodiment, instead 
being defined as including both tangible embodiments (e.g., [computer readable medium]) and 
intangible embodiments (e.g., [transmission media, radio frequency (RF), infrared (IR), a carrier 
wave, telephone line; a signal, etc.]). As such, the claim is not limited to statutory subject matter 
and is therefore non-statutory. To overcome this type of 101 rejection the claims need to be 
amended to include only the physical computer media and not a transmission media or other 
intangible or non- functional media. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Underseth et 
al USPN 7,020,867 taken with Claussen et al USPN 6,981,212. 
Regarding claims 1, 5, 8 and 13 
Underseth et al teaches, 
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a script generation engine configured to produce a target specific set of instructions for a 
specified application component based upon a mapping of at least one of semantic models in 
repository (figures 3, 4, 13, 14-19, column 8, lines 8-20, "with respect.. . etc). 

a mapping of individual listings in semantic models to target platform specific installation 
instructions (column 4, lines 67- column 5, linesl-15). Under seth et al doesn't teach explicitly a 
repository of semantic models for interdependent ones of application components;. However, 
Claussen et al teaches, (column 2, lines 63-67, "tag is element.." and column 6, lines 3-11, "the 
above. . to the art). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to incorporate script engine to modify mapping repository 
of semantic models. The modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in 
the art would have been motivated to combine teaching into component distribution and 
configuring engine to produce target specific instruction for different platforms. 

Regarding claims 2 and 6 

Underseth et al teaches, 

semantic models comprises a listing of component relationships, target platform 
requirements and platform neutral installation instructions (column 10, lines 36-55, "scripting 
language . . . host computer 108). 

Regarding claims 3 and 7 

Underseth et al teaches, 

component relationships comprises at least one component relationship selected from the 
group consisting of a containment relationship, a usage relationship, a contradiction relationship, 
and an equivalence relationship (column 23, lines 52-65, "next at step. . .fig 20). 
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Regarding claim 4 
Claussen et al teaches, 

Web services interface to repository configured to permit remote access to repository 
(column 29, lines 13-17, "the invention..."). 
Regarding claims 9, 10, 14 and 15 

Rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further claims recites similar limitations in 
claims 1, 8 and 13 therefore, claims 9, 10, 14 and 15 are rejected under same rationale. 
Regarding claims 11,16 and 17 
Underseth et al teaches, 

step of repeating the identifying and further identifying steps for each dependent and sub- 
dependent component in a hierarchy of dependent components for the application component 
(figures 1 8-20, column 24, lines 29-53, "starting step 2004. . .). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anil Khatri whose telephone number is 571-272-3725. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wei Zhen can be reached on 571-272-3708. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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